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Urartu, which was plainly already planned and
soon to be attempted. These two campaigns were
meant only to weaken the southern defenses of
Urartu. Perhaps the king, even in 739 or in 7ft8,
would have attempted to follow up the victories
which he had gained but for the breaking out of
rebellions in Syria and along the Phoenician coast.
The whole development of Assyrian policy with
reference to Syria and Palestine is so intensely in-
teresting for many reasons that it is unfortunate
that we are left with such fragmentary lines at
the very point in the Annals where the events of
this important year are narrated. We must again
resort to conjecture for the defining of the order
of events, though the main facts are clear enough.
Among the princes and kings who formed a com-
bination to refuse to pay Assyrian tribute and to
resist its collection by force, if necessary, A^ariah,
or Uzziah, of Judah, seems to have been very in-
fluential, if not an actual leader, exercising a sort
of hegemony over the other states of Palestine and
Syria. To support him the states of Hamath,
Damascus, Kummukh, Tyre, Grebal, Que, Melid,
Carchemish, Samaria, and others to the total num-
ber of nineteen had banded together. It was cer-
tainly a most promising coalition. If the forces
which these states were able to put into the field
were brought together and beaten into warlike
shape by a leader of men and a skillful soldier,
there was good reason to hope for an annihilation
of the army of Tiglathpileser. There is no reason